
with this mental derangement. We hare fourteen
treatiee witli other nations, there may he more, hut that
Slumber I am lure of, ami I shall advert to them again
for another purine before closing my remarks, iu which
the "freedom of conscience.'' " the liberty of con
acient-e," " the security of conscience," for thete terms
are indiscriminately employed. .uu obviously .vi h toe
name meaning, is made the subject of negotiation and
protection. If th< -e rights cannot he violated, couven-
t'onal protection for them is but a solemn farce, in which
dgnoranco and imbecility may contend for pre-eminence.

Jhe principle advanced by Archbishop Hughes, aud ihe
illustrations in support of it, are sadly Inconsistent
.with each other, liut adhering to the lornicr anl re¬

jecting the latter, lie maintains that frie d m of con¬
science is beyond the reac.i of human legisla iou; but
external action which the worl' considers, and justly, as
the true Irtedom of conscience, insy be too rightful ob¬
ject of control, and while the former is shut up in its
fortress, the latter may he dealt with at the pleasure of
the ruler. I cannot a-certain, from a caretul perusal of
Archbishop Hughes'remarks, what p-aclic.il limitation,
if any, there is to the exercise of this power, tor lie
aaya, " This external liberty of action in all countries is
regulated, to a certain extent, by the enactment of posi¬
tive laws. In some countries the range is wider, iu
ethers more restricted, but it is limited in all, not ex¬

cepting the United States." The human conscience em¬

braces in its operations a vast Held of duty, the extoul of
which it is not necessary for any purpose I have in view
to examine, 1 ant dealing'witli a practical question, with
the freedom of religious wtrship, one of the branches of
the rights of conscience. Whatever illustrations tlio
subject may receive from other considerations, these
are but aocessory, and I design to restrict my investigation
to the freedom of religious worship: To the relations, as

1 have said, between a mau and his maker. The object
«f oar proposed action is to procure-for American clti-
aeiis abroad immunity from local laws, so far as these in-
terfero with the liberty of worshipping God. With res-

pect to other conscientious scruples in the alfsirs of life,
by which men may be placed in opposition to municipal
laws, as the subject is not now in my way, 1 shall not
turn aside to seek it. Prudent governments should avoid,
as far us may be, the adoption of measures revolting to
the moral seose of their people. But, sir, I ssy, as I said
on a former occasion, I am no believer in what has been
falsely called the higher law, for it should be call-el the
lower law, or rather no law at all, as the principle in¬
volved in it would be destructiieot all law, leaving every
man free from the obligation of legal obedience, who
ahould declare be had conscientious scruples respecting
.ubmissloD; and I say also, that if a man is required by
law to do what he thinks ho ought not to do. the only
course bv which lie can reconcile his faith and his duty
is to sit still ami suffer as a martyr, instead of resisting
as a criminal, unless indeed tho oppressive acts result ia
revolution. That was the doctrine and the practice of
the Apostles. And he who believes that any other Is
consistent with tho maintenance of social order, for a

aingle day, In the face of the hallucinations of the human
intellect, or of the pretexts pf human hypocrisy, lias yet
to learn the very Urst rudiments of tho nature of man.

But the Inquiry 1 am making is into the rights of
rulers, not Into tho duty of the ruled. Anil this brings
me to the true point, whether governments may right¬
fully control at their will the religious opinions of
their citliens, and I mean by controlling them, the
just authority to punish all who disobuy their mm-
slates.
New, sir. I sm not going to argue this topic at this day

and in this country.1 i-hou d consider my own time and
yours, badly employed in such an ulfort. If there is one
principle in the whole range of political systems, iu which
the people of this country are more united, than in any
other, it is this very principle of the entire freedom of
religious worship. It-belongs, as they feel andk now, to
the kingdom of (iod, and not to the kingdom of m in, and
1 shall, therefore, conllne myself to the consideration of
the views given by Archbishop Hughes, upon this mo¬

mentous topic. In the paragraph before quoted, they
are distinctly stated, and strange indeed are they to lie
tints presented to the American community.
There are two points involved in this branch of the

.object, which for tho sake of precision, it Is well
to separate. The first is the right of governments to
make conformity with a particular profession of religion,
a condition precedent to any share in their administra¬
tion, either as electors or as office holders. This princi¬
ple is in my opinion, equally impolitic and unjust, but
ft does not enter into the present enquiry, which relates to
a higher subject, the freedom of conscience, its immunity
from human restraints,and not to the freedom of mere po¬
litical privileges. This discussion turns upon the claim of
governments to control the religious freedom of their
people by prohibiting tho exerclso of any religious but
the dominant one estahliahsfl by the State, or by re¬

quiring all within their jurisdiction to conform to it. I
am aware of the apologies for this monstrous usurpa¬
tion whiih are to he fouad in some of the European ele-
¦tentary writera. They do not weigh one feather with
me, not enough to justify even a consideration of their
views.arguments there are none Their day has gone
by, and contempt if the only feeling excite 1 in the breait
or an American by such sentiments as the following. The
type of their class advanced with all due gravity by a

celebrated, periiapi the most celebrated, writer upon
natural law:."There is nothlug on earth more august
and sacred than a sovereign; and why should God, who
calls him by his providence to watch over the safety and
happiness of a whole nation, deprive ltim of th direction
of the most powerful spring (religion) that actuates
mankind?" and therefore he lias .' a right to examine
ite doctrines, and to point out what is to he taught, and
what Is to be suppressed in ail»nce." And this experi¬
ment upon the credulity of mankind is made by a writer
who was s cotemporary of Elizabeth and of Catharine
the Second of Russia, of Louis Fifteenth of France, and
of George the Second of England, four persons utterly
debased in character and morals, living in open contempt
of the hurs of God ami of the opinions of the world.
This monarchical monomania plays fantastle trieks with
the human judgment. I do not refer to the rational
considerations which may justify the establishment o
that form of government in many eountries, but I refer
to that aublimation of the imagiuation bv which the
wearing of a crown instead of a hat deifies the possessor,
be he King Log or Kiug Stork, giving him a just right to
control the conscience of his subjects, even, as often
happens, whan he has none of his own.
"My opinion," says another eminent commentator

upon the law of nature and ot nations, "is that the su¬

preme authority in matters of religion ought neeessarily
to belong to the sovereign." If this is not in'ended as

a satire upon religious intolerance, It is itself a satire
upon human nature. 1 should as soon think, at this
day. of seriously undertaking to refute tho dogma of
the ilivine right to reign or to establish the just authori¬
ty of a people to change their government, as to show
that the regulation of religious worship is not
within the legitimate sphere of political systems, and I
ahould Just as soon think of undertaking to prove that
the earth ii not an extoided plain, round which the
heavenly uilta revolve, as to enter argumentatively into
either of the other topics. This freedom of religious
worship is an instinctive persuasion.a moral axiom,
indeed, for the American understanding, which no dis¬
cussion can shake, anil no discussion can strengthen.
He who does not levl its truth possesses a meutul or¬

ganisation so dilfarcnt from mine, that the sootier wo

separate in the field of argumentation, where there is no
common ground we can occupy, tho better.

It ia not every vagary of the imagination, nor every
ebullition of feeling, nor every impulse ot the passioua,
however honeat the motive may bo, whicli can lay claim
to the rights of conscience. That great moral faculty is
an improving one, ami should bo improved an 1 in¬
structed by ail tho moans within our reach; on 1 ho who
neglects that duty will have much to answer for. It is
no excuse, bv tho laws of God or man. that he who, in a

¦late of sanity, commits a crime, believes bo was exiled
upon to do it. Certainly, were such n doctrine estab¬
lished, there would be" little security for society, for
immunity from punishment would be lure to lead to
the relsxstion of moral perception, and to tho accommo¬
dation of the consciriy e to any temptations wtiich might
present theniss Ives. Every man is responsible for tbe
use of this endowment, as lie is responsible for every
other gift which God has bestowed upon him. It is not
enough forhlm to say. in self exculpation. 1 thought I
right, nniess he uses tliein.-ansof proper culture accord¬
ing to the opportunity which bis condition gives him.
The human leg,slater lias the right to separate presump
tuous or unfounded pretensions at war with the just
constitution of society, from conscientious dictates pro¬
perly regulated and oju-rating within their ins; sphere.
Undoubtedly, here is room for abuse and oppression, as
there must be, mora or less, in all humuu institutions,
but it is inseparable, in the very nature of things, from the
position of tho jwrtis-.got eroors and governed. And in
this very elrcii in stance ie lound one of the great blessings
of free institution- which ueither sacrifice the protec¬
tion of the cnitn ni'y, nor of Individuals, but endeavor
to preserve the Ji.st rights of both, while the constant
efforts of frreep~ti*ih:e jmwer an I of governments, not
depending on tbo ts ill of the |ieople. are to circumscribe
personal freedom, arid to rule over the mini, as well as
the body. Let not, therefore. Archbishop llug.es dsduoe
the right to claim evemption from auy aud all laws, from
tbe position that tli r« are some laws which carry with
tliein no moral obligation, and which the bumiti lamna
ker has no right t« jvo Tbe attempt Is equally illogi¬
cal aud unreasonable The true nbjeetof human g 'vrrn-

oient is to pmU-rt man in a state of society; and in the
execution of the duty thus devolved upon the.ii. there
must necessarily 1* Tanous modifications of systems.
©I eratiuy in dill' rent peris of the yb.iie mum u*i-
tude of rliacieiinn In tt < lr administration. M l In an

enquiry into 'he Just rlphts of thee- governments.not in
to tbrlr practice! working.it !. T.iin to trll us » toy
haveau»*umed to <!o. for they ktrttuttniril to do much
and bat* done mucli, lor which there ».»« ri u-r author¬
ity nor Just flo it on The reierenca, tbrnior- n our

country, 'o Connecticut ar 4 Snath Carolina, en >n |f 1 hp
fhcti born upon the din osston, would be merely t > fur¬
nish examples of bad legislation. leaving untouched the
question of right. Hut I den that rrl »i >a« * .rship i«
the subject of Am ric-tn leylslati in There is no part
o< our country, not a solitary nook, from these rasrble
hall* where the Kepreseutatircs of the American States
and people assemble to do the will of their sorer :n, to
the remotest log cabin upon the rare serge ofcirliiu

»-ttlon, where a m.tn m it not fr-«ly an I law illy worship
God unrestrained bT stir lie, local or frl-rsl I mi.e
this assertion wilhout the tear of contra llctl In Con.
neclleut, ,inSouth Car linn, ia Ore. tu. and everywhere
else, any man may perio-m ts lellgious servicei to his
Crt ator wilhout the sli/htcet (car of in'»rr .¦ .o or

punishment. Hut there are other eon-derail h c m-
ntcled with this sol ect, no I n».. try to ltsf.il! deve
lopemrutjin order to prevent r c fusion of I leas, 'which
J am aurprls-d to Alio ha-e <- " li e 1 the penetration of so

practiral a logician r.ud sn a-i dts an oh»«srier a- Areh-
bishop Hughe*. It is ohviiets. na the sli ;hte t -ti-oi,
that In the practical operation of fuTiiansits easts

may nrise In which It in ly la* A iilieul'. ton 'i.t dl<-
tlnutly wheru juit authority en ¦ and userp on -in .

I, k&many Other questions la lifds the extremes .ay ho
oh\ Ions, ihniii. li the In'-rm< disfc' shades of «n .-

may not he well dotinc 1. It is pel'eetly el.ir .1 no

hgialature can rightfully t ote,, a man because he roads
hie Hible, or falls on h s kn- e» to j>ray >¦ >«ri r o any
otlier act of worship compatibly with ths puts and
h' Ulifitl condition of -ocioty; ah 1 equally el- t« it,
that he who, pretending to w ship i»»J, ci nits nets
inennslstcnt with tocfatl or ter, be whs; tv« v ,ry Im¬
pelled, whether tho result of a tl'-'CM iero 1 f or

of hypocritical cunning, n »Ulo prodt or t a't "it
fr m human credulity can claim uo ot, n. l '-n fru.tt tie'
tost rot.sequences of his own acts. Tim true -trine is
laid down with em.al fore and pntiiiot by Hu t »rf

In a word, ssya thst unlnsnt »nmm«sts't' I ».rer
blinded iraa iaa> t.« er under whn.V tr il usi tni they i*y
labor yet ehl ¦-th--a r*r >ra lead uti-t.-t te n i s oi

trsry to the y-od of no -'v In -a -si or i "ly of
thai |0T»r»ni«lit und-r irbich th»y IIto. th-y oa.-lit n ao

way t" be Hsturhed m 'bis sooonat. Nur is tuere sny ut'ier
lawful ws» t.i s'low II.. in and p re-it the c.i < *. 'i-ir
error, tbaa that of calm sad soi.4 ius'.rucii-n it is tun

^ *¦

hivheit injustice to deprive them of their goods and privi¬
lege* either civil or natural: iiooanae cvorv man haa a nat¬
ural ittid iualicnahle right to enjoy full libenv of aotlug
aerordin^ to hia conceit noo, especially in mattara that ro

lata to bit eternal wcliare
One nf the ino-t extraordinary chapters In th* history

of man ia ft lie 1 with examples of strmgo abe -rations,
each enjoy injr its hour of sucress, and then siting way
to some other passing freak as nurci,unable au.t as

shortlived as its predecessor*. Sects Utve existed.
exist yet. I believe.which deny the authority of ull

Othersgovernments not admiuiatered bv themselvos.
have appeared like the Anabaptists otOtrmany
three centuries aince, who maintain*-1 t hat, "

any, some

...... ,
am rug

Christians * ho have the precepts of the Gospel to direct,
and the wyirit of God to guide them, the office of uiagis
trate is nnnece-sary, and an encroachment on spiritual
liberty; that a community ef goods shoal 1 be established,
aud tiiat a man may marry as many wive- as hechoosei."
And these tenets were not only avowed an l proclaimed,
but radically enforced by armies and sieges aud battles,
till fanaticism gave way, and governments resume 1 their
nsual operations. Even our own country, at this very
moment, exhibits a humiliating spectacle in an associa¬
tion of men degrading the name of Christians by appro¬
priating it to themselves, aud openly professing and
practising doctrines irreconcilable with an orderly con¬
dition of society, and which hold out the reward of lust
to strengthen the conviction and conversion of its fol¬
lowers. Examples of this mental obliquity.monomania

lubted thatvery often, for it cannot lie doubted that many who
embrace such tenets are honest in their allegiance to
them.might be multiplied indefinitely, were the task a

necessary or a profitable one. Rut it is neither, and
these Illustrations of the general principles are enongh
for my purpose. Now, in all such cases the civil magis¬
trate may rightfully interfere, and provide punishinonts,
not. for acts of religious worship, but for crimes, before
which the peace of society would disappear. But, as I
have said, between the extreme boundaries there is a
debatable land, where doubts may arise, and where just
allowance should be made for the imperfection of the
human judgment. But this difficulty in the practical
application of the general powers of government, which
Archbishop Hughes seems to mistake for the principle
itself, can hare no effect upon our present inquiry, for
that relates only to proceedings beyond all question out
of the true domain of human governments.
The Archbishop, In the further prosecution of his ob¬

ject remarks, that.
Again, tbs amumptlon of General Csil is a fallacy. Ho

uiomii that the freedom ef religion in this country is a
hoin, conceded by Protestant liberality to all the inhabi¬
tants of the land. This is not so. It is a privilege, whieh
was won by too good swords of Catbolios and Protestants
in the battles for national ixdependbnee. It is aomnmon
right, thsrofore, and is net to be regarded as a eonoession
from one to the other This arrangement in regard to liber¬
ty of cnosi ienee, suited the poiisy of the country and was

absolutely indispensable after the Revolutionary war Iieee
General ('ass mean to say, that booansa It suited no, nil
other nations must adopt ft, whether it suits them or not f
As well might England lay, that beoanso it suited her fi¬
nances to adopt free trade, ehe will insiet upon it that nil
other natlone shall do the same. General Case knows as
well as any man living, that until this country becomes
vastly stronger, and fereign States mush weaker than thuy
are. all pleadings on this subject will be treated as drivel¬
ling I y foreigr|States. Or if jvou have a mind to arrtngo
the constitutions and laws of Enropsan States by the power
of armies an.I navies, that Indeed is another matter Rut
the United States will expose themselves to ridicule if they
drag in sneh a question into their diplomatic intercourse
with foreign governments.

I must confess, sir, I am utterly at a loss to conceive
how the distinguished writer could so greatly have mis¬
taken my views, as he has here done. Tho source of his
error is inexplicable to mo. All I know is that the error
Is an obvious one.
He says I assume that "the freedom of religion in this

country was a boon conceded by i'rotostant liberality to
all the inhabitants of tho land." I said nhthlng like
this.I assumod nothing like it. I earnestly repudiate
the whole position and every syllable of it. Neither the
word Protestant nor Catholic is to bo found in the whole
course of my remarks, nor any other word discriminat¬
ing between them. So far from considering the freedom
of religion as a boon, acquired by one sect and granted
to others, I considered it a natural, inalienable right, ex¬

isting independent of governments, and not within the
legitimate sphere of their action. That was, and I be¬
lieve it is, the doctrine of the American people, and I
challenge the Archbishop to find in my observations a

single remark, justifying this charge. I have Just repe-
rused them, and can therefore speak with as much cer¬

tainty as correctness.
This arrangement in regard to liberty of conscience, (con¬

tinues the Archbishop ) suited the polioy of tho country,
and was absolutely lndispensablo after the Revolutionary
wsr.
What is here termed an arrangement is in fact tho

recognition of the great claim of religious freedom, and
the writer is correct in saying that it suited the policy of
the country. It did, and it suited the feelings and the
principles of the American people, not only then, but I
hope it will suit them in all time to come. It was not a
mere temporary arrangement. It is degraded by such
an epithet. It was the ever-enduring establishment of a

great principle, destined to produce the most salutary
results throughout the world. I do i.ot assert that the
whole country at once gave in their adhesion to perfect
religious toleration. They were prepared for it by their
antecedents, and by the profound investigation of the
general principles of freedom, both civil and religious,
which marked the course of the revolution; and every
step was in advanen till the glorious consummation,
which leaves us nothing more to ask for in regard to this
great branch of human rights.
Does General Ceee mean to tay (eon-inuea tho Arch¬

bishop) that because it suited ns, all other nations must
adopt it. whether it suits them or nutr As woll might Eng¬
land say that hscauso it suited ber finances to adopt free
trade, that all other nations must do tho sacia.

I must confess my astonishment that the learned and
able prelate thus deals with this great principle of reli¬
gious freedom, reducing it to the level of those questions
of mere expediency which may Woll be decided ono way
to-day and another to morrow, as the circumstances that
control them change-from time to time. I do not moan
to aay, that because the arrangement suited us, there¬
fore it suite aud ehould be adopted by all other nations.
I mean to say, that it suits all nations and all time, as a
law of light, implanted by tho Divine lawgiver in the
human breast; and whoever violates it, be the guilty
party, prince, or people, or priest, will in vain seek to
avoid tho just consequences of presumptuous intolerance.
The Archbishop then proceeds to say, that.
It is a recognizsd principle in this country, thatevory

tovercigu and independent nation lias ths right to adopt its
own constitution and lawe. The constitution and laws of a
country are hut the aggregate of geasral principles appli-
cable to tke puenllar situation, protection and welfare of
the citizens or subjects of which it if composed. They may
b# regarded as the public and psrmaaeat expression of the
aggregate conscience of that State.

It is certainly not to bo controverted that the princi-pie hero assorted.that independent States hare a right to
adopt their own constitution and laws.Is fully recognized
In ibis country, anil, indeed, I suppose, at least theoreti¬
cally, everywhere else, unl-ss indeed where tho divine
right to reign leaves no other right but that of obedience.
But I must again bring to the notice of tho Archbishop
that this investigation docs not touch forms of govern-
ment. nor their [lowers as political communities. It has
a much higher aim. and that is to ascertain their moral
right to control the consciences of their people, by pre-
scribing their mode of faith and the manner in which
they shall worship God. With respect to the "aggregate
of general principles, applicable to the peculiar situation,
protection and welfare of citizens," though I must con¬
fess my ideas urn much "confused" as to what this means,
yet from my glimmering of It, I have only to say that
such eonslderalions are lighter than the small dust of tho
balance in a moral inquiry as important as this. Sogro-
mts or aggregate what principles you may, tho great
jwinciple remains inviolable, rising superior to all other
considerations.thnt man has a right to worship God, un¬
restrained by human laws. There is no situation, pro¬
tection ner welfare, which can rightfully interfero with
this dutv, or rather there is do situation in which it is
not the fiest protection, promoting tho greatest welfare of
mankind.
As to the «' aggregate conscience" of a State, I neither

comprehend distinctly itn meaning nor its application to
the question in controversy. Tho metaphysical expres¬
sion, " public oonscience," may servo to illustrate or to
enforce consideration* affecting the conduct of nation*,
but it can have no proper place in a rigid inquiry into
moral duties, for In fact it can have no existence. It is
carrying figurative language to tho very verge of mysti¬
cism. to employ it thus loosely as an element in a search
after truth. And this .' aggregato conscience of a State"
is made up, not of the consciences of those who obey its
government and ought to direct It, but of its own
constitution and laws, which form the expression of
the "aggregate of the general principles applicable
to the peculiar situation, protection and welfare of
Its citisens," &c. That is, in other words, tho
administration of every government expresses the ag¬
gregate conscience of th* State it rules. Well, this is an
easy, if not a satisfactory, way to dispose of this grave
question of public morality. It comes to this.that the
aggregate ronscencc of t ranoo is permanently expressed
hv its constitution and laws; that is, at present, by the
rule of Isiuis Napoleon; of Turkey, by the sucoessor of
the I'roj bet; of Kussia, hy the Cxar, and so on to the end
of the rhapter of governments, good and had. I said I
did not comprehend the applk ilion of this doctrine,
sera it even true, and I ..o not. liut so shlea controver¬
sialist a- Archbishop Hughes, did not advance it without
some design. and the only beaiing I can discover, which
It was to have. Is toollset this aggregate conscience"
tcainst tliec nrciences of individuals.this moral (acuity
of Massachusetts which has ons hum, and of Louisiana
which h.«« another.thus giving the right of final judg¬
ment and control in all cases to this abstract national
faculty, ate. practically justify the most revolting tyran¬
ny. because the law i» the expression ol tlie public con¬
st nee. nd the public conscience is the foundation of
the aw.

The Archblahop reo* in any representations which
may have been nude by our govermuent to tiiat of Tun-
iny. resj ccting the Madiala case not only a kind of na¬

tional self abasement, but n pregnant example, which
mi.htbs hereafter converted to our injury. Aa I know
nothing i f any such re; re rotations, but have reason to
hvl.t ve that uonowcre made, 1 have only to say, that
though 1 sit. ol I not have approved of any Interfereooe,
asn>o righi s of sn Amarican ritben were not in ques¬
tion. ye- tot oh,notion would have originated in other
ron.-n eta'ions, and Dot in uny fear that by an effort to
cheek pars# utla* and intolerance, wo should lower our
character in our own eyrs, or In those of the world.
Mill les do I (ear that the attempt to protect American
citizens In the enjoyment or religious worship abroad
Will evf.se ns to ridicule or contempt. If it docs, I
thin* we e.n bear It with due fortitude.
Aa to lie- rational humiliation of requesting the

goieri men's of ihe earth to i-ermii the peaceable citi¬
zens of ' ur own country, while residing in another, to
worship Clod as finely as they worship htm at home, I am
not afraid ft will injure ns in the estimation of the world.
On the olrarv, I islieve that this manifestation of
sol citi.de !<-r Mm rr-liglouc freedom of Americans will lie
everywhere applauded as another proof of the devotion
,f f eo go- *i ,m. tils to the rights and welfare of their
people. Nor do 1 apprehend that what we now ask will
Inn h s eau«* or a pretext for ..emands upon our-olves
vh -h we mnl not giant Without danger, nor refuse
w"i it inroiistet ney No . ueh rasa can he pp.in. Ve

re«.i ien Iva and consider ttes application* of nil
1 or v> anient s to i ir owe. in relation to the just

r; ills '' -en-in ruir country. Tiiat Is al giti-
r " »» j f r n ion 1 ... -r-entition, wlo-n in 11« in
a pie; r iril nil It Is one we should ever he eflllHs
Injroln I' a llka-splrlt cencfllatlOB Alt hsyoad that
has no la.i u'oourprs- ut Inquiry.

I rrs told by the distinguish*! pro1 ite, that
'. until f it trvl s M-. dly i ronper and foreign
v ins ntu !i w»a.er tlu.n they ar.-, all pl«a«llng* on

h si d te i 'his 11 sitive assertion bv ru. ipl" an !>«
h.ston.

,ls to the tiglr of. friendly remonstrance upon such :i

¦ hject, it amtoi lie called lu question, looking either to

the principle or to the practice of national Intercourse.
Tli.- tendency of modern civilization is to bring the p >w-
or- of the earth Into more direct ami iuttue linte c intact,multiplying their points of intercommunication, and iu-
creaeini^ their mutual interest in one another. There
ate per feci obligations, as they are called, at sing out of
tine inlercouri-e, the fulfilment of which may he peremp¬
torily demanded, and if neglected, may be justly enforced
by war. But there are other demands, iuvolring matters
of comity, of interest or Of jioliry, which circuin-Unices
call nut, atid which may bo refused without such serious
consequences. .Some of these constitute the foundation
of commercial treaties, while others are coulinoi to
representations, and to the remedy which lhc-e may
produce, without formal conventional arring-men!*.
Nations remonstrate with one another, against high
tariffs, when they are particularly Injurious. Wc have
done it many times, especially in relation to tobacco,
tlie duti s upon which operate as an interdict against its
introduction Into some countries: yet the right to levy
euch imposts as it pleases, is one which belongs to every
government, and is exercised by every one But it is
contended that wo should violate national c unity, if wo
remonstrate against laws interdicting to American citi¬
zens the worship of Hod, not levying duties indeed upon
the rights of conscience, hut absolutely prohibiting
their exorcise. Away with snch fastidious distinctions.
Many legal rights are surrendered by nations to each

other in order to ameliorate the condition of their res¬
pective citizens, or to promote the ends of justice. The
Omit d'Attfjaine, that relic of barbarism by which a
Stale claims the inheritance of property when the heir is
a foreigner, has been abandoned in a number of the
treaties we have formed with Kuropean powers. Mutu¬
al obligations have also been incurred fur the surrender
of fugitives from justice, and we have made ourselves
parties to this policy. Many other instances exist where
the laws of a country have yielded to these reciprocal
arrangements. Archbishop flughes seems to suppose
that because the demands in such cases are not founded
on perfect obligations, a nation would humiliate itself by
proposing arrangements which might he rejected. Not
so Marteus, speaking upon this subject, touches the
very point when he says that " in treaties of commerce
between powers of different religions, care is taken to tlx
the rights to lie enjoyed reciprocally by the subjects of
the two parties with respect to their religion, burials,
Ate." This distinguished jurist sees nothing humiliating
in such an arrangement, and of course there can he
nothing humiliating in the proposition. He speaks
of the very course we propose as one (auctions i
the usage of nations. That it has been lu for
almost two hundred years.how much long -r I
have not sought to ascertain.is shown by th
treaty of Utrecht of 16C7, between England and Spain
which provided that the subjects of neither party about i
be molested nor disturbed for their conscience so lung
as they gave no publio scandal or offence. It is obvious
that the framers of this treaty were afflicted with a con¬
fusion of ideas, and could have been no believer* In the
Archbishop's theory of the inviolability of consciencn,
because If It could not be violated it needed no protec¬
tion. The protection here provided has relation to exier-.
sal action, or it has relation to nothing.
Upon this subject of the usage of nations. I prefer the

history of their diplomatic intercourse, and the authority
of an eminent jurisconsult, to that of the Archbishop.
There are extreme theoretical rights, connected with na¬
tional jurisdiction, which are opposed to the feelings of the
world, and must give way to their expulsion. The right to
put to death all persons thrown upon the coast of a
country, is, perhaps, yet claimed, and at no distant day
was exeioisesl by some of the Bowers of Eastern Asia. At
one time it is said to have been the law of Russia.
Tho' the legitimate consequence of the principle of local
sovereignty, yet there is not a civilised nation on the face
of the globe which could now submit to this legalixod
murder of its citizens. It would be frowned down by the
imlignstion of the world, by its power, if need be. And
so. with respect to the right to seize vessels and other
property wrecked upon a coast, it is wearing out, pretty
much worn out. leaving the pretenaion, a monument of
injustice and cruelty. A change is going on in the prin¬
ciples of national intercourse, gradual if you please, but
sure and irresistible. The harsh relics of dark and bar-
barous ages are disappearing, and the influence of liberal
governments is extending and expanding itself wherever
there is injustice to remove or prejudices to encounter.
The Brand Duke of Tuscany is safe for to-day, even if he
elands between the American or the KuglUh sojourner
and bis Hod: but I would not ensure his safety for to¬
morrow, without a heavy premium. The code of public
law has not vet quite reached the case; but it la rapidly
spreading, and, for one, I hope it will soon be arc-
cognised principle with the enlightened governments of
the world, that if duty and humanity fail to protect the
rights of their citizens to free religious worship abroad,
that protection shall be rendered by force. But the his¬
tory of our conventional intercourse with foreign Bowers
furnishes the best refutation of tho arguments of Arch-
bii-hop Hughes, as well as the best rebuke to this charge,
that the assertion of their great principle is no better
tlian national " drivelling, " and '. that it will expose us
to ridlcnle if we drag in such a question into our diplo
roatic intercourse with foreign Bowers. " As early as
1786, two years only after the acknowledgement of our
inde)>endence, entire freedom of worship was cmsecra-
ted in a treaty with Brussia in these memorable words :.

The must perfect freedom of conscience end of worship
is granted to the citiiens or enhjects of either party within
the jurisdiction of the ether, without being liable to muiee
tation in that respect, for any oaose other than an insult
to the religion of others. Moreover, when the sobjeete or

* a . -h.ll wvifcnin thct til rind lotioncitizens of the one
.ners. Moreover, wnuu "-"J- *

narty shall die witnln the Jurisdiction
zoios shall hs burled In the usual hury-ot the ether, their hodtos euau . r""J -h.iling grounds, or other decent and suitable places, and shall

he protected from violation or disturbance Ac.
There, sir, Is " drivelling" to seme purpose. And who

were the "driTellers" that exposed a young nation towere me urivciioib uwt u«|.onotl
ridicule by "dragging such a question into our diplo¬
matic intercourse with foreign govrrmentsf" They were
John Adams, and Benjamin Franklin and Thomas."l.ulor-
«on. They signed this treaty. They stood MBtNlthf
forward in " drivelling" their country Into inlsj.eu-
denco, and no less prominently forward "in "drivelling"
her into ibc assertion and maintenance of this great and
glorious principle of entire religions freedom. We do
not want a letter changed in this noble tribute to the
rights of conscience. Time cannot impair it. an-1 I
hope it will b>- the model kept In view till the great end
is consummated. Bo far is the reproach cast upo.t these
efforts, that they expose us to ridicule from losing iusti-
tied by fnt-ts, that there are in our diplomatic archives
some fourteen or fifteen treaties, if not moru, exist.ng or
expired, with foreign powers and severnl of these powers
Catholic, recognizing this principle of interventio i, anil
providing for the enjoyment of liberty of conscience and
of religions worship, some with an 1 without limitation,
but all bearing testimony to its value by making it the
subject of conventional arrangement.Archbishop
Hughes to the contrary, notwithstanding.
But some of tin so conventions are too rpstrietive, per¬

haps equivocal, and leave room for religious passion,
and thus other and more liberal provisions become ne¬

cessary, even in several countries which have taken the
first step in the cause of toleration towards foreigners;
and there nre other countries which have not yet entered
into it, and some within whose jurisdiction the accidents
of life may carry large numbers or our fellow-citizens,
and where intolerance sits like an incubus ujion tiro
moral energies, forbid.ling with jealous exclusion the ex
ercise of every form nf religion but the dominant one.
And thus our people wish for protection in the enjoy¬

ment of this right. Aye, und it will bo done too. It is
only a question of time, and by a linn course of action
we can make lhat time a short one. Wo must, prove to
these States, whether Catholic or Brotestant, thus lag¬
ging in the renr of trne religion, that wo are in earnest,
and it is for that reason that tilts n.at'onal demon*'ra
tion, shown by the petitions we receive, anil fortifie-l by
a decided expression of the views of the American Con¬
gress, is important, and cannot fail to he useful. As to
the power of the Executive to make reprosentations for
this object there can be no doubt, and there is as little
that ho is well disposed to exercise it. Hut he wants the
moral support of the country to aid liis efforts, and lhat
ought to lie given to him. The offect of these demonstra¬
tions of the views of the reprevntstive body of the coun¬
try, in questions of great national importance, are well
stated in the i-ondon lime* of April 5, 1S45, as they are
well understood by tho able Chairman uf the Committee
on Foreign Relations in the House of R"presentatives,
who recently remarked that it was the duty of Congress
to support the l'resideiit in graven conjunctions of our
foreign affairs.

job American pscsi-i, me v miennni«. says me jonr?,
which bis besn detained until this morning, will carry nut
the distinct end emphatic declarations of the ilrituh gov
err,mi ut on tt e enbjert of the t're? ,n territory, which wee
received lust night, with the etrmig end unaoirnoui retlSoe-
tion of both house! of Parliament. When the ist»rc«i e end
Dignity of the eonntr.r end the preservation "f tho dntnin
ioni of the power ere et state. there la no e.[nirooeti >n in
the language of tbo government to foreign power', and no
semblance of weakness or heeitation in any political party.
Add to tho above the rights of American citi/"ns, anil

tin n lot u* go and do likewise. How lie, who .mien" ».

lodge* tho duty of tho government to extend protection
to OQr expatriated citizen*, gent by the accident* of life
to foreign countries in question* relating to person and
property, can deny the right to interfere by remonstrance,
even In cstes of religious cypres ion, aa 1 do not under
stand. 1 chilli not attenii t to explain.
Modern diplomacy i* tllle with Instances of Interposi¬

tion ii|ion almo.t every subject, freely made an i kindly
received. Slraiigo indeed, but so it is, that in toy among
us, In public and in private life, see in to have a n t'ous
repiignnnco to such action on the part of the government,
conjuring up a thousand chimei/u tlrie against Its exer¬
cise. To seek to protect great principles is, by some kin 1
of political alehe,ny, transmuted into an entangling alli¬
ance and an artificial tie, against which we were warne 1
by the patriarchs of our political faith It is by no such
spirit as 1 his we can obtain and retain that position in
the world, and that relation to the principles end pro
gre-ic of human freedom, that every true hearted Amovi
can dcsiii-s bis country to occupy, and knows she c iu o.-

cii| y, if tin- counsels of timidity do not take the place of
Orin and decisive action. That would be miserable states-
mnnsblp indeed, which, rejecting the glorious mission
apparently assigned to us, (I like the word, whatever
taunts Its use has.provoked,) should seek to shut us up
in a kind of Chinese isolation, afraid to take a sin,;!" step,
lost we should encounter old and illiberal prejudices,
which, thank God, however, are fast wearing away, and
giTe offence to some government, which is at I -ast live
centuries behind its time.

It would 1m- hard to satisfy me, that firm remonstrances,
in a kind spirit, on this subject of religion reedam, will
he permanently unsuccessful. I do not believe a word of
this. Mnce I have been upon the theitre of action, the
progress of human opinion has wrought more chance. in
the i hysicnl and moral condition of society, than wore
witnessed tor age* preceding that era. No man can set
lmunds to thi« inighty ngent, mil I hies* God, that
though I cm full of yenrs, I am full of hop--. Woking for-
ward with ronfdence toothcrand yet mlghtim triumphs,
mi re glorious than those of the battle ft. I I, and which
will go Iar to reclaim the human family fro.n political
nod religious thraldom, from intellectual ignornn'-", an 1
from physical want Government* cannot now do deeds
of darkm -» darl ly Thelf inmost rece-"" arc penetrate
by the light of | uhlic information. And their doing' an

their designs ere laid open to the gate of the wo I.
There 'ire no veiled prophet* now, to assume and ho'
powsr by mysterious pretensions, nor prisoner' Wilh
in I, marks to wear out their lives In oonftnemsnt, snd
whose name * and whose o-fenrcs are equally unkn i

There is. Indeed, no want of tyranny, hut it does is Wot it
tqienly. No nation can is-late it'elf from the c ua*
mon observation of mankind. The wctUI i- watching.
judging, and approving -or>condemning, as tie coirs#
of public mcs iircs Is jn»t or unjust No people
:.n w in raw 11, -iu-elves t cm this great scrnllny. No

i-y 'fie of «-si oti, in can closelts boundaries to the v
ci oi «)ii- yv engine. And sooner Or l i'er it *v I
nish, and vell f, lirh 'he work it t» new doit-*. And

fcrunereis i-,e in the escrci-" of this general powr -i'
ci - rrst ion and animadversion. I fear no harm fi im It,
wlu'e the pood it brings palpable, Increasing, and ties-
tine<l tu cxteml and expand with tha progress of itnow

ledge. It if ail idle to talk of tlif abstract right of gov
eminent* t«> r<le a* they please within their.>wn domln
ions, anil to "adopt tb ir own constitution and hi »*

It ia a truism ndoid, wh cli no one questions. abuset a*
the puwe r too oftan ia lint bfjroat tin* right there ii
another equally unquestionable, and tlist isthe right of
the i rent community of tlie wo-Tl to net 'n judgment on
the conduct of ita various members, acting hv tin- in mih
of public opinion nnd of a free press and the rightaid of
the government* of the earth to ronion-trate with one
another in proper spirit, where their own penple are
concerned, even when the subject falls within tlie pile of
municipal, rather than of national law I hire n sneH
api rein nrion aa Archbishop Iluglies manifests, lest re

presentation* like the one proposed should produce re¬
torts, the more unacceptable because unan moraine. Ir
my part, I know no awkward questions which the Gran I
Duke of rusrnnv. or any oilier potentate, in'he interest
of liia own subjects residing bore, could ask tile ".ecutlvo
"about the liberty of conscience in this country." which
he woulil bo "puzzled to answer." and " whether liberty
ol conscience ia recognized as unlimited in the United
states," J:c. Hut to nlacc. as Archbishop Hughes does,
the penal laws against religious worship and the prosecu¬
tions to which they give rise in ih» same category, aa
acts resulting Ironi popular ebullition prohibited by the
laws, or that kind of "social aud political intolerance"
which makes itself felt by exclusive intercourse, is te
rim a parallel between objects as different in their princi
pies aa in their consequences. "Is there any practical
difference," these are the words which are put into tlic
mouth of the Tuscan ruler in the dialogue to which I
bare alluded with our government, for tlio purpose of
crimination or of recrimination, I do not exactly com¬
prehend which, perhaps both."Is thoro any practical
difference between the social Intolerance which prevails
in your country, where there are so many- religions, and
the legal intolerance of our dominions, where there is
hut one?" The Archbishop, like a dexterous dialecti¬
cian, by the insertion of one little word " practical,"
changes the whole touring of the discussion. This turns
upon principle, upon the relative rights of governments
nnd of the communities subjected to thein. and not
at all upon social usages, whether the result of pro¬
priety or of prejudice. He who confines his business
or his intercourse to members of his own faith,
" who drives away poor servants because thoy will not,
against their conscience, join tho domestic religion "of
State".(Quere: What mean these woids domestic reli¬
gion of State!").which their fancy has made exclusive,"
or "who disinherit* his own offspring for no otbor can -o
except that of practising their own religion," deservos
tlie contempt and reprobation of every right mill led
man. It is an abuse of terms to call the motives that
govern him religious convictions. They aro blind and
bitter and wicked prejudices, nowhere taught in the gos¬
pel of Jesus. But tncy belong to that class of social
dutiee beyond the reach of positive laws, and must be left
to their own consequences. An attempt to control them
would lead to endless and inextricable difficulties.
For myself, sir, 1 hero not the least intention of under¬

taking the task of pointing out the errors into which
Archbishop Hughes has fallen in relation to this topic;
I desire, however, to ssy, that 1 do not doubt but that
acts of social intolerance 'ike those lie alludes to and
justly censures, may have occurred iu this country, hut
I trust and believe they are rare, and 1 know thoy are
not chargeable to any particular denomination, but may
happen as well to members of the Catholic faith as to
those of the various sects of Protestants; and I know
still more, that they are less likely to happen in this
country iban in any other under heaven, from the very
nature of our social condition and of our political organ¬
ization. which aro hostile to sectarian prejudices, and
insure their being visited by public condemnation.
Hut to the question to be put hy Grand Ducal lips,

whether there is any practical difference between our
social intolerance and the legal iutolerance of other
countries, I anrwer yes.all the difference iu the world
.as wi ll theoretical :u| practical If the law is intole-

' rant, society becomes necessarily intolerant also, though
the converse of the proposition would he a logical here¬
sy. The government that reduces religion to its will
makes the worship of God tho subject of legal regula¬
tion.whatever may lie the conviction of those uuder its
authority. The government which assumes that religion
is a matter betwien man and his Creator, and avoids all
interference with it, leaves the human conscience free
.and the noblest attribute of our nature.to do its own
work. The arm of secular power is not interposed to
direct, to restrain, and to punish, as it is where rulers
presumptuously undertake to substitute their own will
for the will of God. Every man in a country of religious
freedom lias the same rights and immunities as every
other, and that is all that can justly lie demanded of
civil government*. Rut the proscription of social
intolerance is a gumc at which all may play. Cnroason-

| able prejudices may he encountered by prejudice*
I equally unrrnsonnhle. and one sect can meet another in

this unworthy contest Hut it is a contest, which can
nowhere endure for any length of time, nor be felt to
any considerable extent, where the government prosorve*
a neutral position, and protects each from the actual in¬
terference of s'.l If a Protestant will not have a Catholic
servant, nor a Cithulic a Protestant one, nor a servant a
master whose faith diffors from his own. each can suit
himself hy se< king such ui may please him in the mem¬
bers of his own denomination, nnd this is practically
far better than that one of these sects should he the do¬
minant one, judging not only for itself, but for ail others,
and enjoying its freedom at their expense; proscribingall, not only by social intoleranee, but hy legal power
and hy terrible punishments. So much for this question,
so emphatically put.
Arcnhishop Hughes, in tho appeal he makes from our

pre tensions to our practice, in continuation of tho Tuscan
rebuke to he administered to our government, remarks,
that " other violations of liberty of conscience in dif-
ferent parts of the country, are liy no mean* rare in our

history," and ho proceeds, in proof of this assertion,
to refer to the burning of religious buildings in
Philadelphia, which I have already introduced in con¬
nection with another branch of this inquiry, as he liad
just before referred to the lamentable destruction of a
convent-in diarlestown. Massachusetts. Mr. President,
these Instances of lawless violence hare no legitimate
place in lids inquiry. They are introduced by way of off¬
set against the Madia) persecution, and to warn us that
we are not so quietles* aa to find ourselves Justified in
throwing the first stone It Is contended that the Midial
were punished for ]sissessing and reading the Bible.
While Archbishop Hughes indignantly denies this charge,
he brings against our character and institutions this ac¬
cusation, as one of equal or greater intolerance, which
should foreclose us from complaint or animadversion. I
sm, indeed, amazed at this reterenco for any such pur¬
pose. That cause must bo weak, indeed, which needs
support like this. Tho Archbishop has left unnoticed, if
not unheeded, the real principles, which separate these
American and Italian acts of intolerance hy a vast dls-
tnnce, ami which render our country responsible, as its
share of reproach, for deeds of viol -n -i- against tho law,
hut punishment by the law. while tho sharo of tho other
is tho responsibility of b.ol lnvs, unjustly administered,
and striking r.t the very foundation of religious freedom.
All people are more or less ac -ountahlc for the prevalence
of crime among them, but this is a very different ac¬
countability from that which attacho* to tlie commission
of great moral offences, like tho oppression of the human
conscience, through the Instrumentality of the Liar. The
fanatical riots in London, in 1780. were a reproach to the
Knglish character, not bec.mse tliey were sanctioned by
the government, hut because the government hod not the
energy or the power to prevent thorn. Tho attrociou*
destruction of religious edifice* In our own country, no
one ran justify.not even palliate; but they aro deeds
wticli bring no other public responsibility with them
than wbst attaches to negligent or foehlea Imlnlstration.
The actors iu them exposed themselves to heavy punish-
io-nt. ami I presume some of them, at least, met it,
though 1 have not iLquired into the fact. But certain it
is, the courts were open to prosecution, and with
ample power, and, I doubt not, disposition, to visit
these oflence* with the full severity of the law. As to
the failure to make compensation for tlie scenes at
Cliarb'Btown, of which the Archbishop complains. I must
confess 1 have ever wished the most ample remuneration
had beeu provided by tlie legislature of the Stste. I
think the circumstances were of a nature to render this,
not an act of justice merely, hut of feeling and of wis¬
dom. Hut still, as a question of naked right, it must rest
npon the general laws of the State, and not U|Kii» uny

j peculiarity In the transaction itself. If those laws pro-
?iur iur iiiukiu^ ui mo puiuic Pxpflntp, joswii u»-

carrot by acts of violence, then the claim for pecuniary
satisfaction could not have been related. I take it that
no pclitical community is under any obligation to make
romp* nsation for injuries resulting from lawless violence.
Whother they will do ho in any case, and if no, in what
caee, are practical questions for municipal determine
tion. It is obvious they cannot do It in all cases.

Notwithstanding the evident conviction in the min i of
Archbishop Hughes that tho representations made to the
Tuscan government on tho subject of the persecution of
the Madia! family would 1*» barren of any useful result,
fortified, as he must have consider* I his position, by the
considerations presented in tho official dialogue prepared
by him.not withstanding all this, the doors of their pri¬
son house have been thrown open, and those victims of
an unjust law have bean reloaded from its penalties. I
rejoice at tl is proof of the effic try of that great re item¬
ing and avenging power, public opinion.especially after
such a ln»Sd experiment upon the feelings of tho ago. It
is n good sign in the great cont"'t g- ingon bntweeu .ruth
and intolerance, and, if not a promise, is at loast an an

gory of belter thing* for the future.an augury which
will not tail, unless the-liberulgovernments of the world
fail in their duty, ami Mt still inertly, iustea-i of watch¬
ing he prog*« of things, and doing, wh *n natiuial
deeds are prm-er, and when they ar-- not by making
known their opinions by representations not to be mis¬

understood, nor likely to be ra«hlv disregarded.
And a n**w incident has occurred, in toe case of a Miss

Cunningham, to give more confidence to these expect*
tion 1-lorcnc* has b» cn the ? he it re «<f ano ier of
tin if experiment* upon the forbearance of th»- natise po
pulstion. an upon the opinion of tho world, bv the in-
r.v 'lion of nil English female. Tho t,on'hm i\tn> x. in
n scathing at tide htaoed "What are tho King- shout f*'
rex iows tbo employment of many of tho Kuro;» -«i stve
reigns: and h humiliating chronicle it is of folly an ! nn
hccilitv, Where it not e. chronicle of something w »r >e.
Tlmt journal looks to the day when even prudent men
will m«) .
Corns wbst m»v. the world fnn do without them. Things

e%11ii.it h< prorce thnn that hat f a doteii "i. .vtl { ;lvo
JLvrcpe up to f»ro wnd #\vorJ for toe satislacti »n ofxhvir
owi, 3«l'ish patti »nn.

It seine progr« -.-lonist.and 1 mean by that well A \
epithet some man who n lvarices siwh, but not ¦Ixhlv,
with the spirit of the age.had said as murrain this
body. he would hnve stood a good chmcd .!«*-
nounend. an.i called nil manner of hard n i .ie i, /<. mild
est of which would have been a noisy demagogue It is
not iti Europe alone that the prextlyt. of ruvnlt/ dstxxlo*
the eyf - and obscures the judgment, elevating the con¬
dition itself shove the frailties of human nature And it
i- om of those'1 coming event* which ci t their' id »xrs
tefere thti* holding up to public scortJ and re pi* u,
by snch a journal, existing abuses, and t v ' their
causes to the radical vice oi ft system controlled h wick¬
ed rulers, self n>*nndoticd to some of the w»»r«f pa*
of humanity. In the \ rogt irrm e thus gfxren of toyai oc¬

cupation* the Grand Ihike of Ttiscany tiki-* his place,
am! is defieritied OS having "In a fit of frtniic finxfi
clsTn,jnst locked up a young Kngl;*ii lady for b«-t »tr»

g an Italian IMble upon one of hi* swaject*.' Tn
ocd of m'rrcy. in trams- shdne region*, Is twior - t.»

it enrseth idm who gives and him who ta .«, t

)h sing both equally to the severity oi i* V latol
eras ce. Another account states that the ofTen » wfci 'h
provoked tbe wrath of a «*tarsal ««»vtrt gn, and tha so*

v# rtty of * wise and just law, w** for saving to som«* u ».

fortunate Florentine, not the Hibla. b it a c,»p o old
John Ih nyau'* "Pilgrim4* Progress. *' pr »n«« ir. *«M bv
opt* of t e muster spirits of the bt*t age. l»r J »hsi 'X. i

work of .* greet merit, both for Invu'i »n a id imxgina-
tion, and the conduct of the story;" and ho added: t( It
has the lest evidence of merit in the general an i conti-

v>do

ntied approbation of mankind." Youth and riper m
Will equally besrtest mom as well to tho f ic in ithm »¦

",,"1e"r' of ,hi' " fo't «f true genius
What the Tummii n-1 n- discovered at dangerous to the

n °''i ""'t in ares- tie pareble. as | t a ,,v . ,t
I shall sn not. It may Ik tbst Hie rei/noig 1'rmce wa.

?i' r*!"i" j'" *'ilt might he a. .1,1 ...

una i»n^i up in as»la i', ,rt«r a'l
wliul began weakly euded wisely. H e t rag. iv'i," a
fame. Experience If i, not taught Hie a .-I, .rit.e
upon the Ann. toavoM errora. h ie taueht them at ai.v
rate, the heat ramie ot eirre-ting th-m. After -1 in'g
li-tlnition to a |teraon uduct leave- nofavo-ablr
intjit. ion ,.| h, r go-,.) eons... |,r ,liH ut>ul,.u
<»M tiriMtcfHioni to mil flier of tv-cul ir iaiorffrMiii ^

with reli.toua subjects. whirli eierv prudent gnve'ru
mei.t ahouM seek to uvoid. thev o-mi.... 1 ,.'r ...

tion or escaped from it in *..u,e way or other, uu 1 rolhied
theJO venturer of the crown or maryrdoin, wh oh .v..

probably the principal object of her mission I cram mi 1
trieoenoiMWimf to Archbishop Hughes- an act of the
.ran.l Irake »hi h M"e at naught his own barbarous

Intra notwithstanding the virtuous InUexibUlty assumed
for him in this republican lan ! )|i« next step slioul I !».
to repealenaetni. .,t which it is liisreputablo to retain
and dangerous to enforco
The tenacity with wnieli antiquated prejudices are ad

bored in, in this day of public knowledge, is among tli ¦>

most extraordinary circumstances wttn which society
finds itself surrounded. Keeble and contemptible gov-
ernments, having lost or never liaving acquired the sub
stance, seem desirous to preserve tho semblance of vir
tue, or connecting the stability or existing political insti-
tutions and their abuses with the subjugation of the Itu-
uiau consc ence and intellect, hold ou to these shackles
as the shipwrecked mariner clings to the plank that up¬
holds htm in his hour of despair. It is dillioult to re¬

strain within proper limits the expression of that indig¬
nation which such insane despotism excites in every
liberal breast The war against the living is continue 1
against the dead, and when the soul has lied boyond tho
reach of human tyranny, the body is refused a place of
sepulture, and tho surviving friends arc prohibited (ho
observance of those solemnities which sro dictate by
the instincts of our nature, and by tho spirit of the gos¬
pel, and which, while they are a solace to tho b»reft,
make the lesson of mortality to them and to others moro

impressive and enduring. The cold earth warmed once

by a living spirit, is unworthy or a last resting place
even under the clod of the valley, because it adored Cod,
not in the forms prescribed by adoiniuant religion, but in
the manner dictated by Its own seme of duty. The govern
rncnt of Spain stands j.rominemly forward in this unholy
warfare; and I learn from a communication I have scon
Trom the highest American authority in that country
that there are great difficulties and obstacles in the
way of obtaining permission for a cemetery, and that

. without such special |iermiaaion, restricted us it is with
most intolerant provisions, it is Impossible for a j'rotes
tant to enjoy the beu At* of Icxial interment, or have
perlorimHi over hi* remain! eveu the lejfal ritht of Chris-
turn burial anywhere in this kingdom" of Spain. Various
uocunu-n-s hate been recently published lir the British
government casting a lurid light upou Spanish intolcr

°r uS' wblcb ought to make the name of the government
or Spain a bye word and reproach among the natious of
Mia earth, the treaty of Utrecht, of 1667, secured the
proper rights of sepulture to British subjects dying in

aim T,'U'"r-v; 111 Slmni,h obstinacy nnd bigotry are
difficult to overcome, and It Is but recently that any ef
rorts to procure a compliance with this stipulation have
promised the least success It appears that the British
Ambassador, in answer to his repeated applications, was
informed, a few months since, by tho Spanish Secretary
or State, that tho "Queen, my Sovereign," has at len rth
granted permission for the construction of a cemetery
near Madrid for British Protestant subjects who may die
in that city; but with characteristic bigotry and intolo
ranee, this long delayed act of humanity has been dis¬
figured witli conditions that no man can read without
contempt and disgust:.
»«v#Btw^h. °T, th« Spanish Justinian,) or

wdfl Sc . i'"V ..°.r Pu,1,j<" "r private worship.
J ^.1 L 'n the ftforodaill onmotory. All

\iv° V3! indlc*tiwn »f tho performance of
any Uitine BiTYlr© wheUooter ere prohibited. In the con

iS"uv°[.d;"hiblt".l° "" KruunJ. «»*.<"">' P-up or

It is difficult to teail tills declaration of war again;t
the feeliiigs of the living, and tlio last duties which be¬
long to the dead, and realize that it is sent forth to shock
the moral sense of mankind In this nineteenth eontury
of the t hnsthin cr i. and in this period of general kn >w-

ledge avowing, uh I/.rd Palmerston well said, "piinolnloa
or action belonging to an age which lias long since cone
Pf; whence comes this missive, wliich nim ,st
bid* the dead to bury the dead? From a corrupt court
and an eirete government; and I speak witli due roflec-
tion when I say this. A characteristic fact is stated in a
late number of the London Timet, upon i s editorial re¬

sponsibility, which, painfully disgusting as it Is sh rai l
nevertheless be held up to universal reprolwtion, brand-
logon it does with a red hot iron, tho occupants of hi/h
places, ruling by divine right ami by tho grace of (io I,
(by the wrath of God rather,) and taking iuto their ovu
custody the faith of the people in life, and their mortal
remains in death. 11 If we step across tho Pyrenees,"
says this greit European censor, "w* tinJ the most im¬
portant point connected with royalty at Madrid to bo
contained in the announcement, which was published in
our foreign correspondence on Tuesday: Negotiations
Jr®°n *° induce the father ot tho reigning '?favor-
Ite to accept the embassy to Vienna, with the a Iditionxl
gratuity ot three millions of reals, (thirty thousand
pounds,) nearly $150,000, to the favorite himself, to
accompany his worthy parent. A near relation of an in¬
fluential member of the cabinet is spoken of as likely to
be the new "favorite." Here is news for Kuropo. All
this is sufficiently inlelligiblo without being rendered
into more downright English, though indeed the lan¬
guage could not be as plain as tho conduct It holds up to

scorn, Without the use of expressions fitted for tho or

pes it exposes and denounces, thau forth* halls of legis¬
lation. The Messalina of ancient day s was but the pro¬
totype of some royal personage* in our own times, and
the coarse but characteristic trait touched by the
Roman satirist, Juvenal, proves Itself as true to hum in

nature now.to libidinous liumun nature, indond.as jt
was when applied to the wife of ono of the successo.s of
Augustus.

%

"Et lassata virls, necdum xatiute, recess!t."
Pfcilip the Fifth crossed the Tyrom-oa it would he

difficult to point out a single uoble de'd or one gwer ,us
sentiment to redeem tho ttpamali branch of the Brairbnas
fiom universal obloqury. There is not a well informed
man in Europ,- conversant with the past history of loyal
courts, who does not know the contempt lor the proprie
ti«" «n'l decencies of life whieh is exhibited in the rerv
highest pUce in Madrid, i«;cupied by ono who guides and
guard* the conscience* of the nation* for some Inscrutable

WMlTas hU^J.! <?^"r.*Uth0rity hy tt Providence.

tln l t?.i ^ <,0<1 "om®timea shows hi* con
tempt for human powor hy plscing it in sucli hands.

Mm, r . sP.r,ni"mlK,rof K'ackwoo.l, that c .noentra-
tion, of tory and high monarchical principles, bears its
testimony and Iront it* predictions.that testimonv is
decisive, to the sa l state ef morals among the governing
f.fV in . I"""- niul to tlie cause* wliich have led to it
The grosi irregularities of Isabella," say* that journal!
are at this moment a* notorious in her capital nnd

1""D' "d1 *hlng of the kind can possibly
be. When such bright examples are set by royal Der-

reo.Tn'.'i « lriU'y w',nJ,*rful V1*1 "»y morality or honesty
remain* in Spain. The quantity is not large, and it must
not be sought among the statesmen of the country "

And yet with these claims to tho detestation of the
world, ruh-r* thu* branded with infamy, takes into their
keejiing the pure religion of the Saviour, and make their

1'^"J? r",7J~If1®®'P'e" »"./ k»T« none-the .ten I-

wv fr,rn°it^ i °K witli severe punishment all who
vary from it in doctrine or in discipline,
Few greater curses can befall a nation than

such an open disregard of the precepts of the Creator
and of the opinion* of mankind, by those occupying the
highest stations, whether hereditary or elective. The
disease!* contsg.ous, and tho moral leprosv. more loath-

I ?" V tbf,l0,,y' ®*»«ndn its ravages through
the whole country, till checke by one of those n itional

V/r'^T ,W ,C.h-. ®rj0cr 01 national sins am
sure to b* visited. But. sir, I am happy to believe that
scenes like those of Madrid, mark the exception and not
the characteristics of European ciurt*. at this day Cor
tainly there are signal example* of tho mod honorablo
mid irreproachable cenduct in the hooaeboldf of sove¬
reigns, and the present reigning family of Knglan 1 and
the late one of France deserve universal commendation
for their strict regard to the proprieties of thoir position,
as well aa to th» moral duties of life. This conduct ia
not only a just homage to virtue, lint a powerful coadju¬
tor in its labor and succett. If Archbishop Hughes
would devote Ilia strong intellect to the preparation of a
second dialogue, holding up to public scorn and repre
hension these scene* of royal licentiousness, he would
render a much more essential service to tho ciu-o of
virtue tban hy the colloquies he has furnished us, and
by which he *..«** to prove our participation in intolrr-
ranre, if not as a Jostilication, a*, any rate as a bar to
our judging and n proving the intolerance of Otni rs.
The 1,'ritish Afflbaasauor at Madrid indulges in some

natural expressions of iru {nation in ids report to the
j... ri tcry of lit ite Inr For ign Affairs, at this c intern pti
hlu di-playof Bairo.v bigo; ry, which he well reprove by
iwking the Spanish .Minister whether hi* government ot
ported that the dead body ia to be "smuggled" to its la<t
in me. and "without iu being known that it is a deal
niaiil"
But after all, the Englishman finds a grave, for hero is

a decree wli, li allow* him or.e Into win h, however liis
trine: must c ist him as they would the beasts tiiat
I cri-b; but the American, to whom the ordinary misfor¬
tune of di a'h is not enough, Imi to which Is added the
mi'lortnu* of iia advent at Madrid, where is his holy to
lind ri pose .> la it to commence its wandering* in detth,
having terminated those in life, and to continue them
until some friendly 1'otter's Field < u )>e foand to re vc
the stranger, and where the wear shall beat r-«t :
II r 'a private garden where It can 1>" buried aecretl
. place of deposit, wh has s .metim"- been li im inoly
Offered, eaimot always be evpe-tod raves are gifts
which are herd to wring from private ben"valence in
Mieh n persecuting country. Nor is the we in near to sup-
t.lv with Its stran.i nn iin«!-.ble receptacle, each aa not
long slnee fumi'htd the oniy pi*"- of interment for f i-

r*Iftier* nrd [iniiis* iktbuKci 'lying at 'fnlaga. Wbo
ean read the folu'wintr estr.'t. from a report m de upon
this -iii i, i, Willi,.i f" ".s of iudigii.itiou .v ... ti
would be s difiieiilt to .escribe as it would !». to
.Uj pro* Until wit m few V I « "tlie ins ofl*
testants were stealthily conveyed by night to the set-
board, attended by a few tmmbl ug frier,-ta, au! deposit
ed in an.wpright position in hole*, wit t any
mere cetvin >y 'i-., would have b. a awa. oi .
l.enst ' the iild."
ttO meet risWBAdeeount I ha re aeen of the pr if

the fpatd ., government in the - dull n of t'i it
(jiienli. n of J'f'itd"Satil a* Mt*Ir.»l, ip,r
lh« Wth tht In te of Hp iia anil t he Inn *, ,, .n
»n fxitacl from the Journal d 1ct, whi i *.

quoting from a Madrid pw|H»r« the /,>wri, * tii it ..h®
qu«*xflon of the Protect,Miit c^metorkM wid a/iinti ..*.
od iu he royal council on ^it<nnlK>r l<Hh a»d that M,
Mirtinn Di kt Ho- a, and Ronnral otbtr cimti' d
prr ¦.*«! th«*mtolv*ta in favor ot lis# 4,cone»" skm' Mint
i» iho word.tfao «fw»ni«n of tho right to beboftad.
Well, thi i* >»OTrr' thin t in ih%t Ian! of rrtro; .» a,
end fitrhftpR, Nriere |rivn ar* nto-ier* 1 tntoU*** bjr th
f oininy i dint ( iv Rj'o nte l for them to {(in up t »

«>f t' o prison ho ipe. % legfftt doer®» me 11 ,nctl »:*
the n and le«?e Irotc *Urit ('hri«th i< a
fr#® to he bm>4 aa u»dh*. In the rn -uitim* wij IV
Com *'iIh niT tin* r r "IlC* of th-' i*»t r »v>¦! »u of
Bpain »ri'e«i ikSIv iri- 'i mid equally perpjaitft I by thi«
q .o-tifm flf .¦hfMi ? *rih an i d ».*, to dual. If r«»fa'
c I'« nitie, tl e atiiru* t HOt'#r>abni of Siani. h%*j :«i* i% md

hff doriilchins, whatever may K* tliotr reUjpioa« c e v|fentire freedom of worship, gri l th* right of intern *Bt
(or ail who may die there. Well due fur tue folloireri

of nuil*.'- 'if . er »nt accounts ».<" in be credited, th*
aablt' bn. *1.1. ugus- Empire- of llaytS, hu coma oat
IC'iii among the per¦' 'uUi. t- "r the pobl e journali re¬
port that fit a conversation with i.ii Am ¦:i-.11 aptainMuo'bul been m->">.*.«' ,!"h .'»'* lo " >"'1»""«.
.f con .» of ti'e r.iUe baring i**1'" found on board of b .
. he aaol: "I shall be liap;ijr to have on tb« lilani
m much < f that reading matter a* you cau bring, *'.4T.-rev personinlerft rf wltl. you let «.>.""" Ta¬
il ii t l«» rea*"U and ri'i'i Ution, tbat I win vdl, ig lo
lielievu it true lo fact. Well .lone for the I.'.Ulop au,
win can cli lOge Id* heart, tbo jj(1i not lit* Kin
And a- mie it well be.* tec the me.ropoU an exam-

le '»followed in the Spnul ;h .«'}'!?}*% v., y 'rk has.Ire-Mid to tlo Rev. Doctor lalrcbdd, of he# »".*. >'».
UM K..ne the round* of the parer*. communicationIon)it ion I.r till. K- in Cuba, not loss hum hating to Uu-
man nature, than repi.,nut to the bost
Ilia Aiiieid ,iu he ' I bav. made inquiry ol !>.«**
laircli'lt. in .1 ha b .rued from him that thq writer
of tl.ii i-- a 1.1 it " e-fimable an 1 r- Jiabh* man,
and tii:. hi it it ¦¦in "ii mnj I* ilejvnded on. i .uu net
,-o:nf» ovu hie n .rat.re, i: .it would be no ptolMM
taal..I content nivselt with awry general retereuoe to
it auliicieut, h.merer, for a jiut appreciation of tan
state <d mutters in Cuba, conn cted with lllis uubjeot.
It fW)WR that the wife of afro'eaUut American citizen
hied eenr Matancae, beceeching li huchand, almost wit*
her lust br ath, to have her remain, taken back to Uor
native country, and not left in the h Tri place, where
alone, foreigner* not Roman Catholic*, c u bo buried in
that part of Ihe island. She had learned thu condition of
thii uaiund of corru|ition, this nhim go gotha, lor it in
a fetid maaa, eucloaed with brick wall, uud raised by ac¬
cumulated depoaita to a height of twelve or fifteen feet
sboretba ground, aa.d the uurnsti remain*, in a state of
dissolution, strew its surface, bleaching, decaying, de-
eoni|Hi*ii.g, uot lean offensive to the euse. tiinn to the
moral feelings. Other details are given, which are ton
painful for recapitulation. Well might a delicate and
dying female shrink with horror from the idea of sleep¬
ing the sleep of death, aurrouudeil with these exli uned
relics of mortality, and turnn to become part of them.
To bury elsewhere, even in private ground, is stated to bn
punishable with a line of 12,000 Why Oml only known
.it i* hard for man to conjecture. To obtain p»rmia-
¦ion to send the dead body front the island, would have
co*t from fifteen hundred to two thousand dollar*,
even if the application were successful, llut aurioun
doubts were entertained by the consul, founded, I sup¬
pose ution bis knowledge of the course of the govere-
iiunt officials.not whether the money wnul.l be accepted
.that was taken for grantod.but whether impedimenta
would not be thrown in tl.o way, with a viewto* till fur.
tl.er extortions, which would ulrtluttPy defeat the Ob-
iect. To send the remains away Kitho.it permission
would have exposed the parties to a line of $1,500 and tn
live years Imprisonment, and the Teasel to forfeiture.
1 he atliicted hushaml encountered the risk, and th« body
of his wife now rests in this land of safety, honceforth tn
I,,, uuilisturlieil till disturbed by tho trumpet of the arch¬
angel. Feeble, Indeed, would be any commentary upon
this terrible picture ot impious tyrauny. 1 shall attempt
none. It is understood that the idand, somehow ee
other, contributes largo resources to the necessities and
the pleasure of Queen Christina. A custom-house tariff
upon the exportation of a human body, for the purpose
of interment at home, is new in fiscal science. IU origin
is worthy of lis application.
Ami another kingdom upon the Ihorian Peninsula, not

content with its fall from the glorious days of De Kama
and of Camoens, nor satisfied to lie shielded from the
contempt of the world by that insignificance which im¬
becility and igaorance are sure to produce in tho career
of nations, seeks distinction, not merely by the perpetu¬
ation of existing abuses.that there is some excuse tuc
ill the moral constitution of human nature.but by their
formal Incorporation into a new codo of criminal law. 3o
late as the 10th of December, 1852, tho government of
Portugal decreed that "the celebrating of public act* of
worship, not that of the Catholic religion, should be
punishable with imprisonment from one to three years,
and to a line proportioned to the income of the offender."
A reigning family, saved by Protestant arms, thus testi¬
fies by its acts how little worthy it was of the effort*
that sent it hack to misgovern a country which owe*
much to the bounty of nature, but whoso proiperity ia
marred by the presumption and intolerance and igno¬
rance of man. And tho humble American Christina
who seeks to worship the God of Ids fathers in this lami
of iron religious despotism, is seized by the law and shut
up fur years, with thieves anil robbers, guilty of an
equal crime iu this system of Portuguese j urisprudence.
Some of the republics upon this continent, of Spanish

origin, seem to feel at liberty to follow the oxample set
them by the parent country, and to play the religious
tyrant with foreign residents coming among them. Ad¬
mitted at last into the family of nations, their conduot
in becoming the slaves of blind and bittter prejudices
proves they havo much to luarn before they are fitted
for the enjoyment of rational liberty.

In Valparaiso, wo are told that I*rotestant worship Is
"connived at," anv religion but the dominant one being
constitutionally prohibited; but that recently, the party
of exrlusion lias gained ground, and there is reaion to
fear that the little freedom now allowed will beoome
less At Santiago, the capital of Chili, the foreigner has
not even the " connivance" of the author!tie. in the per¬
formance of his religious duties, but must worship at
the established church, or not worship at all. And it is
still further stated epos the most resectable authority,
that the writer had just learned from the American
Consul at Taloahuano, that among other like acts, th*
local authorities bad refused permission to bury the dead
body of an infant child, son of the captain of an Ame¬
rican vessel, aud that tho body was, of necessity, taken
to sea and put overboard. A grave was found which
mocks tlie strength of man, but will hold Its trust an
safely, and render it up as faithfully at the summoning
of the gr*at congregation of the living ami the dead, aa
the statliest mausoleum ever constructed by huma*^1 power for human pride.
And I have seen an official report in which it Is etated

that in answer to the earnest representations made to the
curate for his co-operation in order to procure permissionfor the burial of this infant child, he refus"d, saying.that "if it were buried there was nothing to prevent it

frmtn being dug up, as it was no better than the careaM
of a dog or cat; it not having been baptized." llow dif¬
ferent 1* tbie revolting sentiment from the words of him
who said, "Hnffer little children and forbid them not to
come unto rov: for ofsuch 1* the kingdom of Heavenl" Tito'j lr.annate Saviour looked with kindness upon infant inno¬
cence. Man, presumptuously speaking In his name, dn-
prude* the image of God to th» beasts around us, union*
saved by an external rite administered in conformitywith the tenets of a particular church.
And in still further Illustration of the practical effect

of this exclnsion of Ib-otestanta in some Catholic coun¬
tries, from the rites of burial, another fact la wall
worth public attention. In 1851, an American cltiaeo.
Mr. W. (his nnrae is given in full in the official report,)was at the point of death at Santiago, and such was bin

I anxiety for Christian Interment, that one of his friend*
called upon the American Minister fer his opinion whe¬ther it would not be proper that he should makea pro¬fession of Catholicism as the only means of securing hi*
final deposit in the public burying ground. Notwith¬
standing the adrlce of the Minister, the ceremony of re¬
cantation was performed in extremis, and the dying man,by this nominal rhange of faith, bequeathed hi* bodyto a consecrated place of sepulchre.

It seems, also, that Chilian presumption seeks to di¬
rect the education of youth, a* well aa to control th*
conscience of mature age, by firing the suporvl-sion of all institution! for teaching, even foe
the education of foreigners, to the clergy of th*
established religion. Whether this effort will succeed
depends perhaps npon the firmness of the government*
whose citizens have a temporary residence In Chill. 1
have accidentally fallen upon these facta, without
searching for them. Hut it ia proper that such occur¬
rences, wherever they may happen, should be known, a*
their knowledge is essential to a just appreciatiop of th*
condition of American citizens abroad, and of the duty
of the government to use its exertion* to redeem th*to
from this tyranny oTer mind and body. It is difficult to
deal patiently with this presumptuous oppression, or
charitably with tbo-e who exercise or extenuate It And
I will not doubt but that the members of the Oatholl*
Church in this country will condemn as severely aa their
Protestant brethren this insane warfare upon the dearned
rignrs 01 num.in namre. u in no pari «I true religion,wbeiher Catholic orProtestant,.it is sheer stolid bigotry.There are Catholic natient in Kuropo.France for exam¬
ple. and I believe Helgiuin.and pcrhape ollmra, a* guilt¬
less of this rile persecution of the living ami the dead, M
is our country. While they are faithful to their own
creed, they are tolerant to that of othera.
How far abtises like tlieno I have referred to in Chill

may exist in the other republic* south of us. I do not
know. There is no reason to helieTe, however. thai they
are wholly exempt from the spirit, nor from the practice
of persecution.
And what a spectacle is hero presented Americans,

in infancy, are deprived of the me insof education, in
matnre age, of tiie liberty of religious warship; ami in
dtnth, of a depository of tlie image of the Creator, after
the guiding spirit has left its lenement of clay.

Hut. sir Protestant as well as Catholie countries arw
ex pi sc t to the reproach of this kind erf legislation orer
the consciences of man. Intolerance belongs to no one
sect, nor creed, nor country. It takes its rise in the
weakness of our nature, and triumphs orer the dictate!
of reason snd revelation. Protestant Sweden has attain¬
ed sn urirnrlahle distinction in this unholy warfare, and
her legislature has jrutsed an act of self styled tolera¬
tion, but of real intolerance, difficult to be accounted for
Ir a country (mare-ied .f much general information and
of much practical freedom. This Kwediah law pro.
vi.'er. . 2B'I hat fori icn risldsnts in the kingdniT^HTn iits *
sr herd house* nor other seminarian for the >|irtad|of thsir
fsith, nor support iiiUsionarts to teach it That Jaw*
hsll have synagogues only is Stockholm, and at most la

t no or three tber large places, where, under a pr oper po-the they may he duly watched. That the prnoeneiues and
certm nles. nsnal aumng foreign -elisions, shall he forbid-
do n. Ac. That pi rmm converted from the rellglon]of the
State iheh he punished
And recent intelligence from tiw*den makes known

that this law is no c ol Jotitef, but that the sulrlt of in-
ti Icrance. which prompt*! tip pas ag" T>n>sl'T^prorer it*
execution A proxeeufmff, ¦* ^.¦ciits rr

cud jotfdr, hat that tnr- «nlrU c

c.nptt! tip nas iig ptVsbTw o»
pro.e ¦utility'. if lic.ds, try, inatl-

tuti n_iiii|st c number of fotnalf* ,lor Hui'MdlVrime of
iiiitlin.-tlie'I. iDier n An f joiolng the fwitmJlcLCIinreh.P nishmmt wUl fo low, V liie jBonv'er'-A wto have
Isiyiul the dictates of thrlt oduveieflc*, t dfs^r'irn and

cotulemnation await tfie giiverniii-nt .ind'people thus ee-
tabh-hlng per c-ut'on s wait of the;- political system.And Norway, and Meet Nn'uirg an 1 Axxnny, snd proba¬
bly otlurs, all J'/otf tant Stales, hive also snllle<l tlielr
In -latien with slui 1: r »»!< of fnnstie.'l persecution. I
bare no pleasure in tbc ennm"rsth>n of these deed* of
fully una pre umption in any State, »or lisve I more pain
in c posing thcin in a Prote-tan' than in a Oatholie Stat*.
I' i- nil one to inc where cuoun el; I earnestly
desit# that leg.dative codes should b« ercrywiier*
fried from tbe-e Impious r filiation, and that
in,in be left ns free as Uod created him, to worship
I l» bcuritifnl Maker When a s»et become*
a dooiim rit lie, from the very tendency of buman na¬
ture It is prone to Ir ui ¦» a pi r > outing one. The old
Engli-h writ ifs U i- nl nrruio, (feelr bat truly
tmi laird, wss a writ to bum any one who di lered in
h rc gious views from tho ruling power for the time
! .-. or as aii old v'atute calls llo- oilundars, toachera
of i rrer "mi" oj Inlu s c titrary to tho blwid iletermlna-
i" of th«- Holy Cbiii U.'' And It w.v- u" barren claim,
tb ii r i.Ofj ment and execution n matter*
ol n ..in c in ii, tor it was etifurce-l to the death
u; i. in 'I' in inoo cut vlcl .'in i, down even through

lie P; ¦ !diu'sitb in 1 of JainOa ^lte I'lral.
\ dibi at le..i! rvi. derance which mvy legally trr-
n-ni in n l.iibo I' at'i. anwliidh Arc1bi»:iop ilugtt**

gravely t*l s l< I rarlicatty ttft WtiflVi aa SSMflal intollsr-
ani i is toat condit on of society where person* of va-
rm- sort, and aith ranc orous preunllees, may couflow
tlii ir associations and their business to the members of
their owu persuasion.a state oi things, Lowest I


